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REMARKS 

CU. 1-15 and 31-35 » cmrently pending in a. subject application and are presently 
rod er con.ider.don. The spec— and claims . and 1 3 have been tended herem New 
Cairns 31-35 have been added to emph*i*. vartous novel aspect, of the subjee, ntvenuon 
^ready recired in ft. pending cUima. Accnrdirtgly, these Cams do no, mise issues reqmrrng 
^ se*ch or effort onbehalf of the Examine, Applicant's represen^tve affirms the 
election of Group 1 (claims 1-15) with traverse. Claims 16-30 have, acwrdmgly. been 
withdrawn. A version of all pending claims is found at pages 5-9. 

Apphcanfs representative acknowledges with appreciation the Exanuner's tndtcatton that 
Cams 2, 4, 6 and 8-! 1 wou!d be ailowable if recast in independent form «o include all of the 

Umitations of*, respective base claims and any intervening claim, 1. is beUeved such 
rien.ar.notnecessarymvlewoftheWow-no.eddcficlenciesofdtecited^^ 

. * applicant's cUuned invention. However, applicant's represent serves Ute nghtto 
recast these claims at a later date, if necessary. 

ft is noted ma. the primary reference (Oyudin (SU 699694)) is a Russtan paten, and that 
*. Examiner did no, provide an Enghsh delation win, ft. subject Office Action. Applicant s 
represent obtained art English translation, which is attached herein as Exhrbt, A Thts 
Islation was utihsed in me arguments and comments be.ow. Favorable reconsrderaton of the 
subject paten, apphcadon is respectful* requested in view of ,he comments and ame^hnents 
herein. 

1 Objection o f Claims 1 and 13 

' c^iandUs.andobjec.edmforminorinfbrmaUties. The subject claims have been 

f Ar^ftrdinslv this objection should be withdrawn, 

amended herein to cure such informalities. Accordingly, mis odj 

*™ • 1 , t 7 11 13-14 and 15 TTnHftr 35 U.S -C. 8103^ 

jj Re jection o f riaum 1. 3. 5, 7, iz, * 3 u — 

' ^ ; 3 5 7 12, 13-14 and 15 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as bong 
unpatentable over Dyudln (SU 699694). Withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested 
for at least the following reasons. Dyudin does not teach or suggest all claim Umitations set forth 
in the subject claims. 
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To reiect claims in an application under §103, an examiner must 
SS aT^ cL of obviousness. A£j£* 
obviousness is established by a showing of three basic cntena^ 
F^Le must be some suggestion or motivation eUher ^ the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to 
ot of orJutZ am in the art, to modify the reference or to 
Z*L Se teachings. Second, there must be ---able 
co M , rinn nf access Finally, the prior art reference (or 

it See MPEP §706.02<j). Hie teaching or sugg^on to 
tnake the claimed combination and the reasonable .expectation of 

™„ust both be found ^faf^fiZ&Z 
applicant's disclosure. See In re Vaeck. 947 F.2d 488, 20 u&Fl^u 
1438 (Fed. Cir. 1991) (emphasis added). 



The claimed invention relates to a system that employs a continuously variable optical 
to y line in connection with a transmission of a signal. In particular, independent chum 1 
rcci.es an opUeelfl.er mat is operative ,0 a reservoir that stoma a JW and a second 

component that facima.es »™, of, He reflate fiuU from <He rese^r ,0 a 

UcHan «UHu, *e opUca,f»er ,0 o*j»« on effete Un^n, or tela,, provUe* oy r*e opUc* 
filer, wherein a signal is delayed by muting the signal ihrough the effective length of me optical 
fiber Dyudin does not teach or suggest such claimed aspects. 

fo fte Office Action (dated November 1 1, 2004), the Examiner asserts that Dyudm 
.caches the second componcn. as claimed in me subject application - a second component ma. 
faciUU.es continuous movement of a reflective fluid from a reservoir to a location wtthm an 
optical fiber to adjust an effective length, or a delay introduced by the optical fiber. The 
Examiner supports this enntentionby stating <ha. Dyudin teaches a contmller/regulator 4 the. 
controls die level of immersion of awavegnide, wherein the level determines a delay in a 
reflected signal. However, Dyudin does no. leach or snggea. controlling any liquid, let alone a 
reflective liquid, wUhin a waveguide to determine a transmission delay provided by such 
waveguide. In contrast, Dyudin discloses that an end of a waveguide is connected .o a dev.ee 4 
and positioned wimin a vessel 5 of liquid, wherein the device 4 regulates tire position (degree of 
inversion) of me waveguide in the liquid, which regulates a delay time provided by me sys«em. 
Thus Dyudin teaches regulating a delay time mmugh a degree of immersion of a wavegu.de 
within a liquid, no. by controlling a reflective liquid nUhin a waveguide as recited in rhe subject 
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the lanauage of the reference does not teach and/or support utilization of a 
claim . Moreover, rf & ^ because the reflection taught i, 

Dyudin is not caused oy any waveguide. More precisely, the hquii 

reduces m waveg uide, not the liquid, reflects the signal, 
eas-liauid interface. Hence, me waveguiu*, 

g q „ ■ „ roncedes that Dyudin does not teach or suggest an optical fiber that 
The Examiner conceaes nun 

, «de and multirnode optical signals, an optical signal («,g., a converted RF 
accepts single mode and multunooe p refraQti ve index mismatm, 

^ . remove floid within the optical fihe, ^ ^ ^ ^ 
^ . refl eeuve fluid to provides ,ow loss or wave »^ d J^ „ fte toe offc 
cWm , « — dtat the M were ^^^^^ 

contends 1 However, Dyudta is silent regarding a hollow 

" — ares "send waveguide* h the fom, [of] regular 

wave ^de and " ^ ^ sttips scrve as ^ne lines." 

Moreover, it is well-Jaiown iomui MarnwoA suma Dyudin does not 

solid waveguides made of elastic material. In addition, and as discussed supra, Dyu 
S ohd waveguide ^ ^ ^ & fib6r ^ a slgoal 

teach or suggest a reflective llu & 
delay. Thus, Dyudin cannot teach or suggest selecting a reflecti 
index mismatch, to provide low loss, or to band limit. 

ra . New Claims 31-35 Pfmsiderati on and include limitations similar to 

New claims 31-35 have been added for consideration and inci 
one or mo" claims flled with the application; and, *us. do not raise issues requiring mrfner 

0 n ^ *— — — — vanous novei 

aspects of the subject invention. 
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Conclusion 

The pre.cn. application i, believed h> be in condition *r allowance in view of the above 
commenls and ameudmen.s. A prompt action to such end is earnestly sohced. 

to ,he event any fees are dne in connection with mis document the Comm.ss.oner is 
Prized ,o charge .hose fees .o Deposi. Aceoun.No. 50-.063tTRWP12.US,. 

Should the Examiner believe a telephone interview would be helpful .o expedtte 
favorable prosecution, me Examiner is invi.ed .0 contact applicant undersized representative 
at the telephone number below. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

AMIN & TUROCY, LLP 



Himanshu S. Amin 
Reg. No. 40,894 

Amin & TUROCY, LLP 
24 th Floor, National City Center 
1900 E. 9 th Street 
Cleveland, Ohio 44114 
Telephone (216) 696-8730 
Facsimile (216) 696-8731 
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